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III* An Explanation of the %uh for tk finding of 
Eafter. In a Letter from the^yerend Mr J. Jack- 
man to Dr Hans Sloanc, S. ${. S. 

HAving met with ieveral Explanations of the Rule for 
Eafier in om Common^Prayer-BooK and two publifti'd 
among ihe TranfaUims of the Royal Society, but none right 
and fufficient 5 and having undoubtedly colle&ed the -true 
fenfe of the fame, by comparing the faid Rule and the Ta- 
ble for Eafier in the Common Prayer-Book together, I have 
been perl waded to communicate it to you* in order 5 to be 
inferted ( if you think fit ) in the next Phihfophical Tranf- 
m&ions, as here follows. 
The Rule is thus worded, vit. 

Eafter-day k always the ftfi Sunday after the firft full 
Moon, which happens next after the one and twentieth 
day of March* Mnd if the full Moon happens upon a 
Sunday, Eafter-day k the Sunday after. 
For the right underftanding of which it is 
fufficient to obferve, 
t. That the full Moon meant is the 14th day of the 
Moon, according to the Calendar in the Common' 
Prayer-Book ( which may be call'd the Church- Kalen- 
dar) counting that day of the Month for the fi'rft of the 
Moon, which hath the Golden Number of the Year 
collateral to it in the firft column of the faid Kalendar. 
And 
2. That thefe words [ next after Mar. 2 jr. "] are meant 
inclufively, as if it had been faid Qnext after the com- 
mencement of Mar. 21. ~] fo that if the full Moon 
happens on Mar, *i« the fame muft te^be Pafchal 
full Moon, Now 
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Now, in order to prove tbefe Obfervations are both 
right, and fufficient for the underftand ing of the Rule, I 
Shall oniy fuppofe (what all Men of Senfe and Candour will, 
and all Maintainers of Rule muft, allow ) That if they are 
ne-ceffary and fufficient to reconcile the Rule with the au- 
thentick Table to find Eafter (from which Practice never 
varies) then are they right ' and. fufficient. Which being 
premifed, 

i. I prove that the firft Obfervation is ncceflary to that 
end *. Becaufe, if the Pafcal full Moon be any day before 
or after the 14th of the Moon by the Chureh-Kalendar, then 
the Rule and the Table will clafh. For 1. If it be any day 
before, then as often as the laid 14th of the Pafchal Moon 
is a Sunday, that very day, at lateft, muft be Eajkr-day by 
the Rule, as being a Sunday after the full Moon therein 
meant : Whereas by the Table and Practice it is not till 
the Sunday after that. Thus Sunday, Apr. 1. this year 
( 1705. ) was the 14th day of the Moon by the Church- Ka- 
kndar, and therefore muft have been Eajier-day (or after) by 
the Rule, if the full Moon therein meant had been any day 
before the faid 1 4th; of the Moon j whereas Rafter- day was 
April 3. by the Table, and accordingly obferv'd. And this 
obliges us not to underftand the true full Moon by the full 
Moon in the Rule, becaufe that happens about four days be- 
fore the 14th of the Moon by the Church-Kaleudar. a. If 
the full Moon meant in the Rule be any day after the 14th 
of the Pafchal Moon by the Church -Kalendar, then as of- 
ten as the faid 14th happens to be Saturday, and confequent- 
Jy the full Moon meant in the Rale to be the Sunday fol- 
lowing at fooneft ( that being the very next day ) that 
Sunday cannot be Eafter-day by the Rule $ whereas by the 
Table and Practice it is. Thus Satnrday, Sprll 4. 1702. was 
the 14th day of the Moon by the Church-Kaknirjr; md 
therefore if the full Moon meant in the Rule were a: ,y day 
after that, it muft have been on Sunday April 5. at fopnefr, 
consequently Wfril 12 at fooneft. mult have been Esjkr-day 
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by the Rule $ whereas April 5. was Eafier-day by the Table 
and Pra&ick : And this evinces the milrake of thofe, who 
make the 1 5th day of the Moon to be the Full in the fenfe 
of the Rule 5 as Dr Wiallis* Philof. Tranf. 240. Mr Wright, 
in his Pofifcript to his Short View of Mr Whifton'/ Chronology , 
dv. znd the- Introduftio adChronologiam (Reprinted at Ox 
ford, A.D. 1704.) p 37. 

2» I prove the fecond Obfervation necefiary to the fame 
end 5 becaufe a full Moon in the fenfe of" the Rule, (viz. 
the 14 th day of a Moon by the Church- Kalendar^) often 
happens on March 21. and in that cafe the Sunday following' 
is always Eajkr day by the Table and Pra&fce ; whereas if 
rnuft be a month after -by the Rule, unlefs we underftand 
thefe words, [next after March 21.] as I explain them. 
And this will be the cafe- next year (1706.) nor doth the 
proof of this point need the fuppoUtion of the foregoing, 
(tho* that may now be fairly fuppofed, as being already 
prov'dcj for,countyou the full Moon how you will; March 
32, can never be Eafter-day by the Rule, unlefs March 21. 
may be the Pafchal full Moon by the fame 5 and yet March 
22. is Eafter-day by the Table and Pra&ice, es often as the 
Golden Number is 16, and the Dominical Letter D. 

I am aware that this 2d Obfervation may feem to many 
forcd and unnatural; and 'that, perhaps, might induce feme 
to count the 15th day of the Moon for the Full in the Rule s 
and Mr Thornton, Philof.Travf, 297, to fubftitute March 2c. 
in Leap-years for March 21. neither of which Hypothefer s 
however, do any fervice, all things confider'd. The for- 
mer indeed would vacate my fecond Obfervation,(Mw& ar. 
never being the 15th day of die Moon by the Church-Ka- 
lendarj but then it would make the Rule notorioufly irre» 
concilable with the Table and Practice, as hath been already 
feen. And, as to Mr Thornttn's Hypothecs, 1. The only 
colour for it (yn%. That at the time of the Council of Nice 
the Vernal Equinox was March 20. in Leap-years, and not 
March 21. as in Common years ) is, for any thing that I 
know, more likely to be falfe than true, and doth by no* 
B b b b b-b h b b, h h b h raeaim 
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means follow from the Intercalation. 2. |f . this, Colour 
wire trite, it were too great a nicety to bav« fibn p'robably 
regarded by the Church. , ■■$* This Hyp0hej/s,^uts mote 
force upon the words of the Rule than mine. And, Vaftly, 
} f. it were admitted,it would folve the difficulty only m Leap- 
\ears, \and my fecond Qbfervation would (till remain ne- 
ceflary, becaufe the cafe happens as well in Common as in 
Leap-years 3 whereof we have an Example in the next year 
(1706.) Nor will my fecond Obfervation be much bog- 
gled at by thofe that know and confider the inclufive way 
of reckoning ufed by ths,fLmans, and' from them deriv'd to 
all the Latin Churches, and particularly that 01 England 5 
for 'tis as proper to fay j[next after March 21.] with the 
meaning I contend for, as to fay, Tertio (ante) Caleudas, 
Nonas vet IdHt in the fenfe of the Roman Kalcndar, or, as 
to fay (as our Church doth a little after this Rule for Eajier) 
that Afien fan-day is forty days after Eafter, intending Rafter- 
day ittelt to be one of thofe forty. And 'tis obtervable in 
this very Rule, that, after it had been faid, that Eafter day is 
always the firft Sunday after the full Moon, &c. 'tis added, 
1 hat if the full Moon happens on a Sunday, Eafter day is the 
Sunday alter ; which had been a grofs Tautology, if by the 
firft Sunday after the full Moon might not be understood the 
day of the full Moon itfelf,when happening to bcSunday. And 
if the Sunday of the full Moon may be fignified by the firft 
Sunday after the full Moon, then the full Moon of March 
21. may be fignified by the full Moon next alter March 21. 
5. I prove that my two. Qbfervations are fufficient to recon- 
cile the Rule and the Table 5 becaufe I my fell have drawn 
up a Table to find Eaflcr for ever by the Rule understood 
according to thofe Obtervations, and in the plain and ob- 
vious fence in all other refpe&s, and, upon comparing, have 
found it to agree in evetfy particular with the Table for the 
fame purpofc in the Common Prayer Book 5 and any body 
elfe may make the fame tryal : which method, if others 
had taken to examine their Explications of the Rule by t they 
muft have difcovered their miftakes. 

Stonel eigh-houfe^ 0&. 1 3. 1705. III. Part 



